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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to Amendment A, filed 09/17/2004. 

Claims 1-32 are pending in this application. Claims 1, 14, 17, 30, and 31 are 
independent claims. In the Amendment A, Claim 26 was amended. This action is 
made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,17, and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Rangarajan et al. ("Rangarajan," US006275225B1). 

As per independent claim 1 , Rangarajan teaches that in a computer system for 
managing resources, a method for displaying managed object data associated with 
managed resources, the method comprising the steps of receiving at least one 



managed object selection and receiving a task selection to apply to the at least one 
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managed object selection (column 1 , 12-16 and 31-34, i.e. - selecting network objects 
and performing network management functions on these objects)] identifying at least 
one view definition corresponding to the task selection that defines a view with which to 
display managed object data related to the at least one managed object selection 
(column 9, lines 12-15 and 49-52); displaying the view corresponding to the at least one 
view definition on a graphical user interface of the computer system (column 9, lines 49- 
52); obtaining the managed object data related to the at least one managed object 
selection (column 4, lines 59-67 and column 10, lines 10-13); and displaying the 
managed object data related to the at least one managed object selection within the 
view on the graphical user interface of the computer system (column 9, lines 49-52). 

Claims 17, 30, and 31 are similar in scope to claim 1 and are therefore rejected 
under similar rationale. 

Claims 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Besaw (US 200201 98973A1). 

As per independent claim 14, Besaw teaches that in a management server 
computer system, a method providing access to managed object data, the method 
comprising the steps of parsing a view definitions document, an object definitions 
document and an object data document to create a data dictionary containing a master 
view definition, task definitions, view definitions and managed object data definitions, 
the data dictionary further defining, for each task definition, at least one use case that 
defines a mapping of at least one view definition to a portion of at least one managed 
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object data definition (1126-30, i.e. - customized management services and views, and 
TJ49); detecting an initiation of a resource management process (H46); and passing the 
data dictionary to the resource management process to allow the resource management 
process to process the data dictionary (1146, i.e. - accessing a database to find 
customer portals). 

As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 14, Besaw teaches the steps of 
receiving a request from a resource management process for managed object data 
associated with a particular managed resource (1J29-30, i.e. - viewing information about 
networked objects)] invoking operation of a resource agent operating in conjunction with 
the managed resource to produce and return the managed object data (1135); receiving 
the managed object data from the resource agent; and providing the managed object 
data to the resource management process (1J35). 

As per claim 1 6, which is dependent on claim 1 5, Besaw teaches that the method 
operates in a resource management application used for management of managed 
resources in a storage area network environment fl[28) and wherein the view definitions 
document, the object definitions document are XML documents defining task selections 
that can be applied to managed object selections, and that further define, for certain 
combinations of task selections and object selections, a use' case that references a 
view definition that defines a view and references managed object data that is to be 
displayed in the view according to a style definition (j|27 and ^|44). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-13, 18-29, and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rangarajan et al. ("Rangarajan," US006275225B1) in further view of 
Besaw (US 200201 98973A1). 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , the teachings of Rangarajan in 
regards to claim 1 have been discussed above. Rangarajan does not disclose the steps 
of: retrieving a data dictionary containing a master view definition, task definitions, view 
definitions and managed object data definitions, the data dictionary further defining, for 
each task definition, at least one use case that defines a mapping of at least one view 
definition to a portion of at least one managed object data definition; and displaying the 
master view definition on the graphical user interface such that a user of the computer 
system can provide the at least one managed object selection and a task selection that 
are received in the step of receiving. 

Besaw teaches the steps of: retrieving a data dictionary containing a master view 
definition, task definitions, view definitions and managed object data definitions, the 
data dictionary further defining, for each task definition, at least one use case that 
defines a mapping of at least one view definition to a portion of at least one managed 
object data definition fl}26-30, i.e. - customized management services and views, and 
1J49); and displaying the master view definition on the graphical user interface such that 
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a user of the computer system can provide the at least one managed object selection 
and a task selection that are received in the step of receiving (1J27). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
the teachings of Rangarajan with the ability to store definitions of different tasks, 
objects, and views, as taught by Besaw, with the motivation to display only relevant 
information to a manager of a network (1J10). 

Claims 18 and 32 are similar in scope to claim 2 and are therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 2, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of identifying at least one view definition corresponding 
to the task selection comprises the steps of selecting a task definition in the data 
dictionary that corresponds to the task selection (H27); and for each of the at least one 
object selection, selecting a use case that is associated with the task definition in the 
data dictionary and that corresponds to the at least one object selection, the use case 
identifying a view definition defining a view in which to display managed object data 
related to the at least one managed object selection to which a management function 
associated with the task selection is applied fl|27 and 1J31 , i.e. - selecting and defining 
user views). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 2, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of displaying the view definition comprises the steps of 
for each of the at least one view definition identified in the step of identifying: i) 
retrieving a view type from the at least one view definition in the data dictionary, the 
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view type defining a view to be displayed on the graphical user interface of the 
computer system (column 9, lines 49-52); and ii) rendering a view corresponding to the 
view type on the graphical user interface of the computer system (column 9-10, lines 
59-5). 

As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of rendering a view corresponding to the view type 
renders the view according to a view style defined in the data dictionary (column 7, lines 
42-61). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 5, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the view style defines a view corresponding to at least one of a 
map, a tree and a graph (column 7, lines 45-56, i.e. - a topology view). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 2, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of obtaining the managed object data comprises the 
steps of consulting the at least one view definition in the data dictionary to identify the 
managed object data references related to the at least one managed object selection 
that reference managed object data that is to be displayed in the view definition (column 
9, lines 49-52); and obtaining the managed object data based upon managed object 
data references (column 4, lines 59-67 and column 10, lines 10-13). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 7, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of obtaining the managed object data includes the step 
of determining if the managed object data is contained in the data dictionary, and if the 
managed object data is contained in the data dictionary, the managed object data is 
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obtained from the data dictionary, and if the managed object data is not contained in the 
data dictionary, the managed object data is obtained from a management server that 
provides the managed object data (column 4, lines 1 0-1 3 and column 1 0, lines 1 0-1 3). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 7, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of obtaining the managed object data further comprises 
the steps of invoking a management function associated with the task selection upon 
managed object data associated with at least one of the at least one managed object 
selection to produce managed object data, which is referenced by the managed object 
data references defined within the view definition fl|27, i.e. - management services). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 2, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of displaying the managed object data comprises the 
steps of providing the view displayed on the graphical user interface of the computer 
system with the managed object data obtained as a result of the step of obtaining; and 
rendering the managed object data in the view (columns 9-10, lines 49-5). 

As per claim 11, which is dependent on claim 10, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the step of rendering the managed object data renders the 
managed object data according to a managed object data style defined in the data 
dictionary for the managed object data (column 7, lines 42-61). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 2, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the data dictionary is a document object model based upon 
parsing operations performed on a collection of markup language statements that define 
task definitions, view definitions, and object definitions fl|44 and 1J49). 
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As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, the combination of Rangarajan 
and Besaw teach that the object definitions in the document object model define 
attributes and data of resources in a storage area network environment (1144-46); the 
task definitions identify resource management functions which may be applied to the 
resources in the storage area network environment (^44-46 and 1J27); and wherein the 
step of obtaining the managed object data includes the step of applying a resource 
management function associated with the task selection upon a resource in the storage 
area network environment corresponding to the managed object selection to produce 
managed object data which is referenced by the managed object data references 
defined within the view definition fl|27 and column 9-10, lines 59-5); and wherein the 
step of displaying the managed object data displays the managed object data in the 
graphical user interface to allow a user of the computer system to view results of 
application of the resource management function on the resources in storage area 
network environment fl}27 and column 9-10, lines 59-5). 

Claims 19-29 are similar in scope to claims 3-13, respectively, and are therefore 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 09/17/2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The Applicant argues: 
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a. Rangarajan does not teach choosing a configuration based on the task 
selected to be performed on a selected object. 

b. Besaw does not teach creating a dictionary-type item from a definition-like 
document. Furthermore the creation of the user configuration file does not seem to be 
specified in Besaw. 

In regards to argument (a), the Examiner disagrees with the Applicant that 
Rangarajan does not teach choosing a configuration based on the task selected to be 
performed on a selected object. The Examiner would like to point out that the task of 
managing can be a task in itself. Therefore when the user selects the "just-routers" in 
figure 9 the task that is being performed is configuring the display to further manage the 
routers. The routers are the managed objects and the task is to manage them. 

In regards to argument (b), the Examiner disagrees with the applicant that Besaw 
does not teach creating a dictionary-type item from a definition-like document. Besaw 
teaches "The management information portal 134 may be configured to provide 
customized management services to the customers 120 by referencing a customer 
views module 136. The customer views module may be configured to maintain a 
database of the types of services available to each customer in response to being 
authenticated into the management portal 130" (U27). This database is a dictionary- 
type configuration file because it defines services available to the customer amongst 
other information. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Inquiry 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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